it; and Yieussens, in his ' History of Internal Diseases,' holds doctrines little different from those of Sennert.
In 1667-70, Willis and Highmore had a controversy on the subject of the pathology of hypochondria, but we shall spare the reader the somewhat idle details of it, nor shall we notice the opinions (in great part mere repetitions of the preceding ones) of Marcucius, Lange, Chatelain, Rondelet, &c. Stahl, in regard to hypochondria, seems to have leant to the humoral pathology, which he repudiated in general; agreeing with the punning enunciation of the ancients, that the "vena portce," was the "porta malorum hypochondriacorum." Boerhaave's opinions are fanciful, nor merit the time or space of a lengthened description. Sydenham confounded hypochondria with hysteria. Willis, among the moderns, first announced the doctrine that hypochondria is a nervous disease; but in this, as we have already remarked, he was anticipated by Aetius, from whom also he seems to have borrowed the notion that some morbid change of the blood in the spleen induced the peculiar affection in the brain and nerves, constituting hypochondriasis. Passing over the theories of intermediate and less important authors, we come to those of Lonyer-Villermay, who, while recognizing the affection of the cerebral organ and of the intellectual and moral faculties, conceived the origin and seat of hypochondria to be in the medulla spinalis and the organic nerves. Georget, first, and subsequently Falret and Dubois, endeavoured 
